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Comments on Statement for Reasons for Allowance 

Sir: 

The following comments are made with respect to the Reasons for Allowance mailed 
December 16, 2004, in the above case. As stated by the MPEP in Section 1302.14, '*[w]here 
specific reasons are recorded by the examiner, care must be taken to ensure that statements of 
reason for allowance. . .do not place unwarranted interpretations, whether broad or narrow, upon 
the claims." Further, the "statement is not intended to necessarily state all the reasons for 
allowance or all the details why claims are allowed and should not be written to specifically or 
implicitly state that all the reasons for allowance are set forth." 
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Under 35 U.S.C. §103, it is mandated that claims be considered as a whole. When 
considered as a whole, it will be seen that the Examiner has appropriately focused upon 
particular reasons for allowance and not all the reasons for allowance. While in light of Section 
1302.14, appHcant does not believe that the Examiner's statement can or should be misconstrued 
as being intended to identify the sole reasons for allowance, applicant does not acquiesce in such 
a conclusion as there are multiple reasons for allowance of all of the claims. The reasons 
addressed are clearly exemplary and not exhaustive. 



Res^tectfuUy submitted, 

r 



Peter H. Priest 
Reg. No. 30,210 
Priest & Goldstein, PLLC 
5015 Southpark Drive, Suite 230 
Durham, NC 27713-7736 
(919) 806-1600 
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